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Category	 Recognition	 Version	A	of	experiment	 Version	B	of	experiment	
Mammals	 Old	 4.25	(SD	=	.56)	 4.40	(SD	=	.54)	
New	 4.12	(SD	=	.67)	 4.30	(SD	=	.61)	
Birds	 Old		 4.21	(SD	=	.79)	 4.08	(SD	=	.54)	
New	 3.83	(SD	=	.62)	 4.05	(SD	=	.54)	
Home	furniture	 Old	 3.82	(SD	=	.56)	 4.25	(SD	=	.43)	
New	 4.18	(SD	=	.42)	 4.25	(SD	=	.47)	












































In	order	 to	exclude	a	possible	bias	 caused	by	pooling	 the	non-corresponding	AOIs,	we	also	
computed	 analyses	 with	 unpooled	 data.	 As	 did	 Richardson	 and	 Spivey	 (2000),	 we	 “clock	







Image	generation	task	 	 Image	inspection	task	 	 Old-new	task	
M	(SD)	 	 M	(SD)	 	 M	(SD)	
Corresponding	AOI		 1005	(573)	 	 1708	(900)	 	 568	(359)	
AOI	01	 544	(267)	 	 912	(686)	 	 311	(233)	
AOI	02	 594	(308)	 	 832	(458)	 	 333	(213)	
AOI	03	 669	(415)	 	 946	(619)	 	 353	(198)	
	
Note.	 The	 analysis	 of	 eye	 gaze	 position	 during	mental	 imagery	 of	 old	 items	 showed	 that,	 in	 all	 three	 tasks	
(image	generation,	image	inspection,	old/new	recognition),	participants	spent	more	time	in	the	corresponding	
area	(where	they	had	previously	seen	the	object)	than	in	the	non-corresponding	AOIs	(AOI	01,	AOI	02,	AOI	03).	
A	 repeated	measures	 ANOVA	 revealed	 a	 significant	 interaction	 between	 gaze	 position	 (corresponding	 area,	
non-corresponding	area)	and	task	(image	generation,	image	inspection,	old/new	recognition),	F(3.44,	79.08)	=	
4.567,	p	=	.004,	partial	 	=	.166,	a	significant	main	effect	of	gaze	position,	F(1.96,	45.05)	=	10.689,	p	<	.001,	

















Image	generation	 	 Image	inspection	 	 Old-New	task	
M	(SD)	 	 M	(SD)	 	 M	(SD)	
Corresponding	AOI		 1084	(496)	 	 1519	(632)	 	 495	(269)	
AOI	01	 785	(506)	 	 920	(469)	 	 408	(265)	
AOI	02	 781	(409)	 	 1009	(476)	 	 363	(265)	
AOI	03	 758	(427)	 	 903	(377)	 	 336	(226)	
	
Note.	The	 analysis	 of	 eye	 gaze	 position	 during	mental	 imagery	 of	 new	 items	 showed	 that,	 in	 all	 three	 tasks	
(image	generation,	image	inspection,	old/new	recognition),	participants	spent	more	time	in	the	corresponding	
area	 (where	 objects	 from	 the	 same	 category	 had	 appeared	 previously)	 than	 in	 the	 non-corresponding	 AOIs	
(AOI	01,	AOI	02,	AOI	03).	A	repeated	measures	ANOVA	revealed	a	significant	interaction	between	gaze	position	
(corresponding	 area,	 non-corresponding	 area)	 and	 task	 (image	 generation,	 image	 inspection,	 old/new	
recognition),	 F(3.12,	 71.87)	 =	 4.773,	 p	 =	 .004,	 partial	 	 =	 .172,	 a	 significant	 main	 effect	 of	 gaze	 position,	
F(1.98,	 45.45)	 =	 10.010,	p	 <	 .001,	 partial	 	 =	 .303,	 and	 a	 significant	main	 effect	 of	 task,	 53.541,	p	 <	 .001,	
partial	 	 =	 .700.	 Only	 correct	 trials	 (according	 to	 the	 old/new	 recognition	 task,	 i.e.,	 new	 items	 correctly	
identified	as	new)	were	considered.		
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